abundance in Hammond et al. (2013) , nor preclude reliable inference at a large spatial scale, the purpose of our surveys.
If, as MacLeod (2014) describes for the white-beaked dolphin, there is prior knowledge of distribution of a particular species then survey efficiency and precision of abundance estimates for this species would be improved if survey blocks could be created to minimise variation in density within blocks. Such focused stratification can be good practice and can potentially provide more precise estimates of abundance. However, in multispecies survey such as SCANS-II this is difficult to achieve for all species because the most efficient selection of survey blocks for one species is unlikely to be the most efficient for others. Nonetheless, as knowledge of cetacean distribution improves through small scale surveys, such as those alluded to by Macleod (2014) , it will be important to take this information into account in designing future large scale surveys; this will be done in planning for a potential SCANS-III survey in 2016.
Macleod (2014) states that, for the white-beaked dolphin, ''the discrepancies between the SCANS-II abundance estimates and other, more extensive, survey data for individual survey blocks are readily identifiable'' but presents no information to support this. To our knowledge, there are no other recent estimates of white-beaked dolphin abundance in the SCANS-II area. If the more extensive survey data alluded to by MacLeod (2014) were analysed to estimate abundance, this information could also be considered by EU Member States when reporting to the European Commission under Article 17 of the Habitats Directive.
Macleod (2014) suggests that the SCANS-II data should be reanalysed using post-survey re-stratification. Post-stratification of data from a survey that implemented equal coverage probability sampling within blocks would likely violate the assumptions of the design and is inadvisable. However, model-based abundance estimation methods that relate sample density to spatially explicit environmental covariates (so-called density surface modelling) do not make the same assumptions about survey design and can potentially provide more precise estimates of abundance. Model-based methods come with their own assumptions, but such a re-analysis of SCANS-II data together with ''other, more extensive, survey data'' alluded to by Macleod (2014) could be an informative exercise.
We refute that the estimates of abundance in our paper are unreliable and should not be used for any conservation purpose. On the contrary, by using the necessary sampling design for unbiased estimation, large scale SCANS-type surveys and the estimates of abundance that they generate contribute important information that helps Member States meet their responsibilities with respect to cetaceans under the EU Habitats Directive and Marine Strategy Framework Directive. 
